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And of the CasTLE-PRECINCTS, 


In the CITY of BRISTOL. « 
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To the REPORT of the COMMITTEE of the 


Mayor, Aldermen, and Common Council, 


In Anſwer to the OBJECTIONS 
Delivered by the DELEGATES on the 4th of Auguſt, 1792, 


Addreſſed to the MAYOR, ALDERMEN, and COMMON COUNCIL. 
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Altlougli ve do not wiſh to waſte the Time of the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
- Common Council, or our own, by engaging in repeated and unneceſſary 

Appeals to the Public, yet in Defence of the Rights and Privileges 

| of 0 our Fellou. Cilizens, who have appointed us to our preſent Duty. 

we make the following final Reply to the Report of your Committee 


above-mentioned, 


O the Introductory Part, ſtating the Memorial of ſeveral of the principal 
Inhabitauts in Fanuary, 1790, We reply, that the only Inference to be 

drawn is, that they petitioned for a Gaol upon the Plan of. Sequeſtration : But 
ſurely no Expreſſion in that Memorial can afford the ſmalleſt Pretence for ſuch. 
extenſive Powers as are granted to the Mayor, Aldermen, and Common. 
Council by this Act. Beſides it is notorious, that the Majority of the Memori- 
aliſts complain of being made the Inſtruments for effecting 3 than 


which nothing could be farther from their Intention, 


We are not convinced that the preſent Gaol may not be made ſufficient for 
all the neceſſary Purpoſes of a Priſon. | It is ſituated on the Banks of che ſame 
River as the Scite propoſed ; is nearly of the ſame Elevation ; fill nearer to 


the Courts of Juſtice ; more in the Mid$ of the Habitations of the Viſitors ; 


and 


L641] 
and additional Ground of ſmall compargtive Value on the Northern and Eaſtern 


Sides may be obtained. 


The Anſwer Flven to our Complaint, * That we had ho Means of knowing 
«in Time, and examining at Leiſure, the Particulars of an AR, in which we are 
* ſo deeply intereſted,” confirms us in our Opinion, that the Complaint is well 
founded. It is true, we had long known, that a Bill was framing for remedying 
the Inconveniencies complained of in the preſent Gaol : But when your Com- 
mittee/aſſert * tlie general Notoriety of the Circumſtance, that the Purpoſes of 
the Act were to be effected by a Taxation of Houſes and Lands within the 
city. we are aſſured from our own perſonal Knowledge, that they have been 
very materially deceived; it was utterly unſuſpetted that the Maintenance of a new 
Gaol was to be provided for by a Taxation. As we are informed that the Bill - un- 
*derwent Amendments during the Eaſter Holidays,” it follows that it was finiſhed 
only a few Days previous to its firſt Reading in the Houſe of Commons on 
April 27th; and as no Copy of it was. communicated to the Public, that was 
the firſt Day on which we could have had any Opportunity of becoming 
acquainted with its Contents. From that Day to May 14th, when it paſſed the 
Houſe of Commons, are only 16 Days ; a Space of Time very inſufficient for 
the public Information and Deliberation in ſo large a City. When your Com- 
mittee ſay; that © it is well known to every Perſon acquainted with the Proceed- 
ings of that Houſe, that Copies of the Bill were eaſily tobe obtainedby Application 
to either of our Members, or to the Committee- Clerk,“ we acknowledge that 
we are not Perſons acquainted with the Proceedings of that Houſe, and we preſume 
to ſay the ſame of our Fellow-Citizens ; ; and therefore again inſiſt that we had 
not the Means of knowing in Time the Particulars of the AQ.” We do 58 


even 


— — 


1 
even heſitate to ſay, that ſeveral Circumſtances concur, which make us ſuſpe& 
"that we were deſignedly kept ignorant of them. | We fully expected, that before 
'A Bill of ſuch Magnitude was ſent to Parliament. we, who were intended to bear 
Mo Burden of it, ſhould have received ſöme communication concerning it; 


and it ſhews ” great Dependance we placed on the Common Council, that 


"ks of it were not applied for parochially. Contrary, however, to our 
ExpeAation, » no official Notice whatever was given concerning it; and it has 
been ſuggeſted, that when it was propoſed in your Committee which drew up 
the Bill, to ſend a Copy to each of the V eſtries, the Propoſal was over-ruled. 
"ik: Copies of i it were brought from London, they were ſo far from being 
made | public, that they were not even ſent to the Members of the Common 
Council, for whom they were intended. Our Repreſentatives 1 in Parliament, 
who were inftruQed to introduce the Bill into the Houle of Commons, never 
r the leaſl Intimation of i it; and unleſs they were deceived, we cannot but 
. Impute to chem extreme Inaltention to the Intereſts of their Conſtituents. 
And laſtly WAR. we add, that “ the Bill was hurried through Parliament in ſuck 
« a Manner,” that if a baſly Petition had not been preſented againſt it, the Bill 
would have paſſed both Houſes on May 18h, that is, in Twenty Days after the 


firſt Reading, we ethink . we e have ſufficient Grounds for our Ma above. 


is 


mentioned. 


FiR$T,—lt your Committee ſuppoſed that we made our Firſt Objec- 
tion for the Burgeſſes and Commonalty ** 10 their Individual Capacity,” they mit- 
underſtood our Intention. We are perfectly aware that wherever the Mayor, 
* Burgeſſes, and Commonalty, are mentioned in the AR, it means and can 
mean only the Corporation of the Mayor, Burgeſſes, and 3 


ally, 


LAI 


- alty of the City of Briſtol; meaning by Burgeſes, thoſe Citizens, wha haye a 
4 Right. to vote. for Repreſentatives of the Borough; and byt the Commonalty all the 
other Inhabitants. Theſe are colleclively the. Corporation, and individually they 
are every one Members of the Corporation; acknowledged ſo to be (at leaſt the 
, Burgeſſes are) in that Clauſe of the preſent Act, which allows them to be competent 


Witneſſes... The Mayor, Alder men, and Common Council, we conceive to beonly 


the. official Members of tas Corporation, and when your Committee i in their 
Report, uſe the Word Corporation (as they frequently do) in its popular Signifi 
cation for the Mayor, Aldermen, and Common Council, they do not ſpeak 
with that Accuracy which might have been expected in an official Paper. As 
a Part of this Corporation, and not in our individual Copacity, we made our 
Objeftion, and thus far therefore, the Sentiments of both Parties coincide; 
but af the latter Part of the Clauſe, which alone required any Notice, viz. that 


Till. _ 


it was " without our - Conſent, 2 we N received no Anſwer, and we there- 


4 ij 17" 1 


fore re repeat our, Complaint. | Fo or though the Mayor, Aldermen, and Common 
Council, have for a long Time paſt drawn to themſelves all the Executive and 
Deliberative Power of the Corporation, yet in a Country which boaſts that 
public Opioion i is always conſulted on. public Buſineſs, and from a Body of 
Men who are ſuppoſed to have been always Friends to popular Government, the 
Burgeſſes and Commonalty naturally expetted, that in an Affair out of the 
ordinary Courſe of Bufmejs, and which was to be effected by their Means, their 
Conſent would have been thought neceſſary —The Contradiction which fol- 
lows as to a Fat appears to be very Exiraordinary, It is aſſerted by your Com- 
mittee, and the Aſſertion is adopted by the Houſe in 1 Common Council aſſem- 
bled, that * this Corporation are not intruſted with the Power of exerciſing unli- 
3 mited Authority.“ But i is not the Power of RAISING MONEY upon the 


Citizens 


£ 


4 
| 
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Citizens unlimited? The Mayor, Aldermen, and Common Council, aſſure us 


that they never wh to be intruſſed with ſuch Power: If therefore the Power 
exiſts, it exiſts contrary to thetr Wiſhes; and as it now appears to be con- 
trary to the Wiſhes of all Parties, can there be a Reaſon, why it ſhould not be 


repealed ? 


SECOND,—After the Aſſertion above-mentioned, we were ſurpriſed 
to find in the very next Anſwer an Admiſſion and Defence of that Power, the 
Exiſtence of which had juſt been denied. Impreſſed with an Idea of this In- 
conſiſtency, we reply nevertheleſs to the Second Anſwer ; Firſt, zu general, that 
the Power of raiſing an unlimited Sum for the Maintenance of the Poor, has 
been conſidered by the beſt Political Writers, and by Perſons practically 
engaged in the Subject, as one of the greateſt Evils, under which this Country 
labours; and which therefore is ſo far from deſerving to be quoted as a Precedent, 
that it is to be conſidered as an Argument, why a Second Burden of the ſame 
Kind ſhould not be impoſed. And Secondly, we reply in particular, that the 
Precedent drawn from the Uſage of the Corporation of the Poor by no Means 
applies; the Conſtitution of that Body, and of the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Common Council, being eſſentially different, In the former, Four Guardians 
are choſen out of each Ward by the Inhabitants paying one Penny per Week 
to the Poor, and the Churchwardens and Overſeers are choſen annually by the 
principal Inhabitants, whoſe proper Repreſentatives they are. Whereas the 
Mayor, Aldermen, and Common Council, are a ſelf-eletted Body, the Indivi- 
duals of which never retire into the Claſs of ordinary Citizens: Nor is it 
reaſonable for them to ſhelter themſelves under the Example of the Corporation 
of the Poor, unlefs they were choſen in a ſimilar Manner. Beſides, we totally 


B deny 


E 

deny the Fad aſſerted by your Committee; the Corporation of the Poor 
has not the Power of raiſing any Sum they pleaſe : It being enafted that if at 
any future Time it ſhall appear to them that there ſhall be Occaſion to raiſe 
more than Z 4500 in one Year, it ſhall be lawful for the ſaid Corporation to 
apply to the Juſtices in Seſſions for ſuch Sums of Money; and the Juſtices 
on ſuch Occaſions are empowered and required (upon due Examination of the 
Premiſes) to order fuch further Sums of Money, as upon ſuch Examination 
ſhall be duly proved and appear to them to be neceſſary to be raiſed for one 
| Year: And ſo cautiouſly framed are the Laws in this Caſe that they expreſsly 
declare, that the -Accounts ſhall be verified on Oath or Affirmation, and lie 
open at St. Peter's Hoſpital for the Inſpection of all Perſons aſſeſſed, who are 
intitled to take Copies. The Citizens by theſe Means have a Check upon 
the Corporation of the Poor, but have none on the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Common Council, under the Gaol Act, who have the entire Power of raiſing | 


any unlimited Sum, and Mpoling of the ſame at their Pleaſure. 


Your Commines obſerve that a like Power is veſted in the Juſtices for the 
County of Surrey, and moreover in the Juſtices of the Peace throughout the 
Kingdom; nor can they conceive it to be unfit for the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Common Council to be veſted with ſimilar Powers. We have ſtrong Doubts, 
but we do not think i it Neceſſary to . in this Caſe, whether the unlimited 
Power of levying Money upon the Counties at large be prudently and con/t:- 
tutionally veſted | in their Juſtices of the Peace : But even if that be ſo, it does 
by no means follow and we cannot admit that the ſame Powers may with the 
ſame Propriety be veſted in i the Mayor, Aldermen, and Common Council of 
Briſtol, whole rateable Property in the Diſtrict over which they preſide 1s much 


5 inferior 


„ 
inferior to that of the Body of Juſtices in moſt Counties; and whoſe Elecbion 
and Apporntment, Qualification, and perſonable Oftenſibility are ſo eſſentially 
different: Your Committee indeed aſſert that the“ Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Common Council are perſonally oft-n/ible” in the due Execution of the Act: 
We conceive the Contrary to be molt Evident ; inaſmuch as the Powers of the 
Act are to be executed by a Majority of the Mayor, Aldermen, and Common 
Council in Common Council aiſembled, and the Individuals which compoſe 


the Houſe (much leſs thole who compole a Majority) are not perſonally 


often/ible, 


Though it be true that the Mayor, Aldermen, and Common Council contri— 
bute to the Purpoſes of the Att in the ſame Proportion with their Fellow- 
Citizens, we are far from thinking this a ſufficient Security againſt the profuſe 
Expenditure of the Public Money. When the Adminiſtration of large Sums is 
ſecurely veſted in any permanent Body of Men, the perſonal Importance 
derived from it, and the Patronage which tollows it have ſo powerful an Influ- 
ence on the Mind, that in order to obtain theſe Objects, they will readily tax 
even themſelves in a greater Sum, than they would otherwiſe think reaſonable. 
And it is accordingly eſteemed one of the principal Securities of the-Engliſh 
Conſtitution, that the /ame Branch of the Legiſlature which raises the Public 


Money is not intruſted with the Expend:/ure of it. 


In Defence of our Objection that © the Purpoſes of the AR are in ſome 


* Inſtances zndefintte,” and at the ſame Time in Defence of the latter Part 


ol our fourth Objection, that the County Stock under this Act may be applied 
to olſier Purpoſes than County Stocks in Counties at large are applicable,” we 


B 2 . refer 


el 


: 
l 
4 
l 
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refer (among other Clauſes which might be quoted) to Page 31. Seft. 46. al/ 
* Charges and Expences in Gc. paſſing this Act“ and again, © in executing this 
% Act and to Page 48. Set. 74. © carrying thus preſent Ad into effeAual 


Execution.“ 


TIR D, -W have much Satisfaction, in obſerving that the Necęſſiiy 
of unlimited Authority is not aſſerted.— The Documents furniſhed by the late 
Mr. Blackburne are fufficient to ſhew that the Expence of building an entire 
new 'Gaol (if that ſhould be Neceſſary) might eaſily have been aſcertained ; 
and the Expence of maintaining it is already known to the Corporation, who 
have hitherto borne it. The ObjeRion as to unlimited Power therefore now 
ſtands thus : We complain that ſuch Power is unnecgſſary, and hope it will be 
repealed : It is not only admitted to be unneceſſary, but the very Exiſtence of it 
is denied in the Reſolution of the Houſe, who aſſert that it is contrary to ther 
Wiſhes. 

We are totally at a loſs to conceive upon what ground the Mayor, 
Aldermen, and Common Council can inſiſt that the Support of the Gaol and 
many of the various Expences for which new Funds are to be provided, have 
been hitherto © the voluntary Gifts of the Corporation.“ We believe it 
to be the firſt Time any Body of Truſtees ventured to aſſert, that the 
Application of Truſt Eſtates to the Benefit of the Perſons intitled thereto 
was a voluntary Cift of their own, In this Light we can never view the Appli- 

cation. of the Public Money alluded to, till we are convinced that not only the 
Adminiſtration, but the entire Property of the Corporation, veſts in the 
Mayor, Aldermen, and Common Council. In what follows, we cannot but take 


Notice 


E. 1 J 


Notice of the extreme unfairneſs of tak ing an Avarage of the Expence of maln- 
taining the Gaol for 103 Years paſt; becauſe, during a great Part of that Period 
the Neceſſaries of Life have been regularly advancing in Price, and are ſtill 
advancing ; becauſe the Number of Priſoners is muck increaſed ſince that Period, 
occaſioned by the Multiplicity of penal Statutes, and the increaſed Numbers of 
the City; and becauſe, very great additional Expences have been occaſioned by 
the Statute 24 Geo. III. c. 54. which took Place from June 24, 1785. Thete 
Reaſons convince us that 150l. per Annum, the Sum offered as an Equivalent for 
the Expence of maintaining the Gaol, is far from being ſo; and we have other 
ſubſtantial Reaſons for believing that the untted annual Expence of ſupporting 
the preſent Gaol of Newgate and the Priſon of Bridewell exceeds 600f. per 
Annum; the Maintenance of which latter Prifon ought certainly to be included 
in the Eftimate, becauſe though the Building is to remain (unneceſſarily, as we 
think) yet the Priſoners and the Eſtabliſhment are to be removed to the intended 
new Gao]. But yet we do not wiſh to reſt our Defence upon theſe Calculations; 
contending that the Gao), being originally entruſted by Charter to the Mayor, 
Zurgeſſes, and Commonälty, ought ſtill to be maintained, as it hitherto has 
been, out of their Funds and Eſtates, which have been continually increaſing in 
Value, probably in the ſame or greater Proportion, than the Expences of the 
Gaol; and the re-building of the Edifice now ought no more to exempt that 
Corporation from the full Maintenance of the Priſon, than it did in the 1ſt 
Will. and Mary, when it was before re-built.—We are of Opinion, that the 
Funds and Eſtates of the Mayor, 'Burgeſſes, and Commonalty are“ charge- 
able with the building of a new Gacl, and that the Inhabitants always 
« entertained the ſame Idea, though your Committee think otherwiſe : But 
we preſume that in the 1ſt Will, and Mary, theſe Funds and Eſtates were not 
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equal to ſuch an Expence, and we are inclined to believe the ſame at preſent : 
It they ſhould be found equal ; we contend that no Expenditure would be ſo 
agreeable to the Citizens. Nor is this Application of the Public Money unpre- 
cedented: The Gaol of Newgate, and the other Priſons in London are ſo ſupported: 


And in Liverpool the building * their vaſt Gaol is entirely at the CAPINee of 


their Corporate Body. 


F oURTH,—In Support of the Fourth Objection we reply, that as the 
Expences, for which the Act provides new Sources have hitherto been borne 
by the Corporation, we deem it a fair Concluſion, that, the Mayor, Burgeſles, 
and Commonalty have always had an Eſtate liable and equal to theſe Purpoſes. 
With regard to its not being adequate, we conceive that it would have been 
eaſy for the Mayor, Aldermen, and Common Council to have convinced their 


Fellow-Citizens of the Truth of this Aſſertion of their Committee, by ſtating 


the Amount of the unappropriated Income of the Corporation, and its abſolute 


and unavoidable Expenditure for the laſt Ten Years, taken ſeparately and not on 


the Average of any Number of Years. At preſent we have every Reaſon to 
believe the Eſtates equal and conſequently liable to all the Expences uſually paid 
out of County Stocks, (the Expence of building a new Gaol perhaps excepted,) 


not only in Counties at Jarge, but in thoſe Cities and Towns, which are Coun- 


ties in themſelves, which for Want of ſufficient Public Eſtates are obliged to 


ſubmit to County Rates. 


In Defence of our Obſervation, that the Act was obtained by a“ Part of 

* the Mayor, Aldermen, and Common Council,” we reply, that although the 
Abt of the Majority in Public Bodies is taken generally as the Act of the Whole, 
a | V yet 


1 1] 


yet as we are well aſſured, that ſeveral individual Members of the Common 
Council did not approve of the Act, we {till think the Obſervation well 
founded; 


FirTH and S1xTH,—We conceive that any Expence greatly 
exceeding the real Neceſſity of any Scheme of Improvement may fairly be 


deemed enormous ; or in other words © Great and Diſproporttonate,” In 


this View, comparing the Number of Priſoners, which on an Average for 
ſome Years paſt has not exceeded Seventy, including Debtors, with the pro- 
poſed Number of 210 ſeparate Apartments, we are at a Loſs to diſcover the 
Neceſſity of a Gaol ſo Diſproportionate even to the probable Increaſe of the 
City. ' We, apprehend the Eſtimate of the Purchaſe of the Property, compre- 
1 in the firſt Schedule at Twelve Thouſand Pounds to be much too low, 
al we pledge ourſelves to prove its preſent Value to be upwards of Twenty 
Thouſand Pounds ; and when to this we add the Expence of, at leaſt Twenty 
Thouſand Pounds for building the Gaol, our Aſſertion is confirmed; Here we 
2 Opportunity of ſtating an Objection to the Eligibility of the intended 
Scite, (beſides the greater Value of the Land and Houſes intended to be pur- 


chaſed than in the Situation we have before mentioned ;) viz, the conſequential 
. i 
Lof. which will accrue to, the Pr oprietors of Houſes and Lands in Caſtle-Green, 


i 26 Is, ' 
(in the Vicinay of the intended Priſon) hich are now occupied by Perſons of 
.f 


? 


conliderable Reputation and, Property; but; which will evidently be inhabited 
only by indigent and obſcure Perſons; beſides that the Precinct will ſuſtain a 
material Injury from the eſſened Number of Perſons capable of ſerving Pariſh 
Offices, and will be aſſeſſed in a gr eater Proportion to the, Land Tax. We do 


not think the Obligation which binds the Mayor, Aldermen, and Common 


Council 


Tie J 


Council to a preciſe Scite for the intended Gaol is ſo highly meritorious, as 


your Committee ſeem to apprehend. The Eaſe of procuring, and the ſmall 
comparative Value of Ground in Counties, ought reaſonably to allow the 
Magiſtrates a much greater Latitude of Choice, and the additional Expeace to 
the Public, muſt be very trifling. The ſuperior Value of the Land and Pre- 


miſes ought to make the fixing preciſely on a Spot, a Conſideration of the 


higheſt Impor ance in great Cities. 


The Term of Seven Years we acknowledge to be a very common Limitation 
in theſe Acts; but your Committee ſeem to allow that a ſhorter Period might 
have been aſſigned; and we expected from the Common Council that they 
would not ſo much have ſearched after Examples of former Inconveniencies, As 
have endeavoured to prevent them as much as poſſible in future; fince they 
could not have been ignorant how ſeverely ſeveral private Citizens have already 
ſuffered from the Inability or Neglect of the Common Council to purchaſe the 
Houſes and Lands included in former Acts of Parliament for the Improvement 
of the City. | 


SEVENTH,—We apprehend the compulſory Clauſes alluded to are 
inſerted for the Purpoſe only of © enforcing Obedience to the Laus: But this is 
the very Cauſe of the Complaint we make on Behalf of the Pariſh Officers, 
Inconveniencies reſulting from Laws and Meaſures which affect the Kingdom 
in general, are not Precedents applicable to this Caſe. Our Pariſh Officers 
will be made Inftruments for enforcing a local 4d, (if it ſhould be ſo deter- 
mined), carried into Execution with the general and decided D:/approbation of 
the Perſons who are to be affected by it: And although the Neceſſity of legal 


Compulſion 
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E11 
Compulſion is as generally to be expected, the Pariſh Officers will have no 
Alternative, but to enforce the Payment or ſupply the Deficiency. Under 
theſe Circumſtances, een in n che Act, will moſt . be 
the Want of ſuch Officers. | 


7 


kicurn ,—To he Anſwer to the gch Objection we reply, that we 


expett our Security from Lau, not from the Pradlice of Magiſtrates, The 


wihdraning of the Juſtices, whoſe Order is appealed againſt, mult be volun- 


tary; but even this Meaſure, from the ſmall Number of reſident Aldermen i in 
this City, will be almoſt imprafticable: Whereas, in Counties at Large, the 
Magiſtrates are bo numerous, that a Quorum, totally diſtint from thoſe 


Er againſt, is  eafily Ne 


N aun your Committee, by their Recommendation, ſeem to 
allow the Propriey of the Publication of the Treaſurer's Accounts, we could 


have wiſhed it had been à poſitive Proviſion of the Act. 


"Your Committee are miſtaken as to Fact in their Aſertion relative to the 
local Poor Laws: ſince they enact that the Accounts of the Treaſurer of that 


e ſhall be publ. TY, that is, lie open for public Iuſpecdion. 


Tx xTH,—The Two Aſſertions of your Committee, that the Words 
Mayor, Burgeſſes, and Commonalty,” and“ Mayor, Aldermen, and Com- 
mon Council,“ are not deſcriptive of the /ame Perſors, and yet, that they do 
not deſcribe different Bogtes of Citizens in any Inſtance, we confels ourſelves, as 
Men unacquainted with legal Subtilties, totally at a Loſs how to comprehend ; 
Still leſs can we underſtand how the Mayor, Aldermen, and Common Council, 


C | conſiſting 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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conſiſting of Forty-Three Perſons, and the Mayor, Burgeſſes, and Commonalty, 
conſiſting. of ev ral Thouſands, can be the ſame Bodies. That the Terms 
alluded to, are uſed in the AR as Symonymoing, is evident (without further Refe- 
rences) in the Two Firſt Clauſes; in the Firſt, the Mayor, Burgaſſes, and 
* Commonalty are to purchaſe and become ſeized and poſſeſſed of certain Pre- 
* miſes” mentioned in the Firſt Schedule; and in the Second, the“ Mayor, 
„% Aldermen, and Common Council are to | purchaſe and become ſeiſed and 


* poſſeſſed of the ſame.” 


As we had expreſsly renounced the Interpretation of that Clauſe, whereby 
the Individual Members of the Common Council, and their Officers, were ſup- 
poſed to be exempted, we did not expelt that your Committee would have 
made any invidious Obſervation on the Subject. We cannot however quit this 
Part of the Anſwer without deſiring your Attention to a Miſtake ; which (as 
we are adviſed) appears in the Report of your Committee as to the Operation 
of the Act in a very material Point. It is ſaid “ the Corporation of Briſtol 
* have conſented to contribute to the Purpoſes of the Act, the annual Payment 
* of Z 150. beſides what ſhould be raiſed by the Sale of the Materials and Scite 
* of the old Gaol, and an annual Aſſeſſment of all the Corporation Houſes and 
* Lands within the City,” But it is enatted, that“ the Mayor, Burgeſſes, 
and Commonalty, of the City of Briſtol, and their Succeſſors, and their 
„Officers, &c. ſhall be fully exonerated, and for Ever diſcharged of, and bm 
* all and all Manner of Payments, Charges, and Expences, whatſoever, reſpecting 
t the ſaid New Gaol, &c. allo reſpecting the ſeveral and reſpective Salaries, 
* Allowances, and Payments, by this Act, directed to be made by the Treaſurer, 


* to be appointed under this Act for the Time being, and of and from every 


other 
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whatſoever, relating to the Premiſes: it being 
hereby intended that the faid Mayor, Burgeſſes, and Commonalty, and iheir 
Sueceſſors, ſhall be charged or chargeable only with the Payment of the ſaid 
annual Contribution of £ 150: and no farther, in any Wile whatſoever.” It 
appears that by this exonerating Clauſe, the Sum of '£150. is a fixed Compoſi 
tion, not only for what has hitherto been contributed by the Corporation, lor 
the Purpoſes of the Act, but alſo for what their Eſtates within the City would 


otherwiſe have been liable to pay, under the general Aſſeſſment. If this was 
not the Intention of the Mayor, Aldermen, and Common Council, will they 
now refuſe to co-operate in procuring an Att better adapted to their own 
Meaning? as we are confident they muſt agree with us, * that it is effential 
that the Words of the Laws ſhould excite in every one the ſame Ideas,” The 


Clauſe now cited is ſufficiently illuſtrative of the Precept. We could have 


wiſhed the Opinions of the eminent Council, who were conſulted on the 
Meaning of e this Part of the Att, had been ſtated at Length: Since, at preſent, 
though we are informed they diſcountenanced that Interpretation, whereby the 
Individual Members of the Common Council, and their Officers, were ſup— 


poſed to be exonerated, we cannot exattly aſcertain their Sentiments with 


Regard to the Corporation Hſtale. 


We ſtill think ourſelves warranted in affirming, that“ this Att is without 
Precedent.” Almoſt all its Authorities are drawn from Atts relating to Counties 
at large, which in moſt Reſpects regarding this Act are circumſtanced in a 
Manner eſſentially different from Cities, which are Counties in themſelves, 
poſſeſſing Eſtates belonging to the Community at large. We do not obſerve 


C 2 one 
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one Reference made to thoſe Afts which have been obtained for Places under 
nearly; ſmilan Cireumſſances with qur'own j that obtained for, building a Gaol 
in the City of Gloceſter in the, Year 17817 is not once noticed in the Anſwer, 
though referred to by us. As this ſeems a, more appoſite Precedent for this 
City, than any of thoſe referred to by your Committee, we beg leave to ſubjoin, 
a comparative Statement of it for the public Information 
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In the Gloceſter Act. 


40 Forty Perſons, Twenty of che 


Common Council, and Twenty not 


5 of the common Council. 


No Commiſſioner ſhalt hold any Oft 


| tice of Profit under the Act. 


The Gaol when built ſhall be main- 


tained as the former Gaol was. 


The new Gaol ſhall be rated to the 
Land-Tax, and other Taxes, as the 
Houſes, &c. ſtanding on the in- 


| tended Scite are now rated. 


The Sum to be raiſed ſor building the 


Gaol ſhall not exceed 2100]. 


The Corporation ſhall be liable to the 


ſame Services and Payments as 


heretofore. 


If the Corporation of Gloceſter are 
intereſted, appeal ſhall be made to 


the Quarter Seſſions of the County. 


In the Briflol Aer. 
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The /Execuiion of the Act is intruſted The Execution of the Act is in the 


alone. 


Members of the Common Council 
may hold Offices- of Profit ; only 
they ſhall not vote on any Quel- 


tion relative to it. 


4 The new Gaol ſhall be ſupported by a 


new Tax on the Citizens. 


No Proviſion of this Kind by which 


the remaining / Inhabitants of the 
Caſtle-Precintts may be relieved 
from the | Burthen of an additional 


. Land-Tax. 112 11811169 1 


n I teen 0) ads. e 
The Sum to be raiſed is unlimited. 


The Corporation exempted from all 
their former Services and Payments 


on contributing 150l. per Annum. 


The Appeal to the Quarter Seſſions 
of the Cty is, in all Caſes, final. 


Your 


Hands of the Common Council 
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Your Committee in their ſeparate Anſwer to the Memorial from the Caſtle- 
Precintts, are of Opinion, that the Magiſtrates will find no Dithculty 1 in appor- 
tioning the Taxes on the new Gaol, without particularly burthening the Inha- 
bitants of that Diſtrict. In the Parochial Taxes this may be done; "bur we 
apprehend that no Authority leſs than Parliamentary, can legally relieve the 
remaining Inhabitants from the additional Burthen of the Land-Tax, which'muſt 


neceſſarily ariſe from the leſſened Number of Occupants. 


We ſubmit this Reply to the Conſideration of the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Common Council, as containing the Sentiments of our Fellow-Citizens, who, 
feeling themſelves, as Members of the Corporation, intereſted in the Diſpoſal of 
the Public Property, cannot behold with Indifference any, Attempt to divert the. 
ancient and uſual Application of it from Purpoſes to which they think it peculi- 
arly adapted. At the ſame Time we truſt they will take into their moſt ſerious 
Deliberation the almoſt unanimous Oppoſition which this Act has met with 
from all Ranks and Deſcriptions of Perſons. From theſe united Conſiderations, 
we think we have the ſtrongeſt Reaſons for preſſing them, at an early Period, 
to co-operate with us in Meaſures for the Repeal of the preſent Act in the next 
Seſſion of Parliament, and for requeſting them to bring forward a Plan, in 
which, the Objections which we have already ſtated being « obviated, n cheer. 


ful Concurrence of the Citizens may be effeftually { ſecured, 
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At a General Meeting of the Delegates of the ſeveral Pariſhes and the 
Caſtle Precincts in this City at the White-Lion Inn, in Broad- 
Street, Briſtol, on Wedneſday, Sptember 12, 1792. 


This Reply being read over, and each Clauſe being afterwards ſeparately 


reconſidered, they do unanimouſly approve of the ſame, and reſolve that a 
Copy of it and this Reſolution, ſigned by their Chairman be tranſmitted to 
the Town Clerk, in order to be laid before the Mayor, Aldermen, and 


Common Council. 


Signed at the Requeſt of the Delegates, 


JOHN PAINE BER JEW, Chairman. 
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